June 20, 2013

It really is a disappointing day. I
think that the minority has been a dis-
appointing player today, Mr. Speaker,
on the part of the people. We remain
ready to work with the gentleman. I'm
hopeful that tomorrow, perhaps next
week, will be a better week.

Mr. HOYER. I thank the gentleman.

Mr. Speaker, the majority leader
continues to want to blame the Demo-
crats for his inability, and the Repub-

licans’ inability, to give a majority
vote to their own bill.
Maybe the American people, he

thinks, can be fooled. You’re in charge
of the House. You have 234 Members.
Sixty-two of your Members voted
against your bill. That’s why it failed.
We didn’t whine, very frankly, when we
were in charge, when I was the major-
ity leader, about we didn’t pass the
bill. We got 218 votes for our bills, and
it was pretty tough. We got zero from
your side. You got 24 from our side to
help you. Mr. PETERSON stuck to his
deal.

Now, on the budget, you say we’ve
got different philosophies. Yes, we do.
Mr. Gingrich gave a speech on this
floor about different philosophies in
1997 or ’98. He was speaking to your
side of the aisle. He was talking about
the ‘“‘perfectionist caucus.” He made an
agreement with President Clinton,
which to some degree was responsible
for having balanced budgets, but your
side thought it was not a good deal.
Not all of your side. In a bipartisan
vote, frankly, we passed the deal, the
agreement, the compromise, that was
reached between Mr. Gingrich and Mr.
Clinton.

A lot of your folks said, No, no. Our
way or the highway.

He gave a speech that he called the
“Perfectionist Caucus’ speech. That’s
what, in my view, I'm hearing on the
budget. Yes, we have differences. The
American people elected a Democratic
President. They elected a Democratic
Senate and a Republican House. The
only way America’s board of directors
and President will work is if we come
together and compromise.

The place to compromise under reg-
ular order is in a conference with our
ideas and their ideas meeting in con-
ference. The most central document
that we need to do every year is to do
a budget. But you’re not going to con-
ference. Your side will not appoint con-
ferees. Your side will not move to go to
conference. PATTY MURRAY wants to go
to conference. Senator REID wants to
go to conference. Your side over on the
Senate won’t go to conference, in my
view, largely because they know you
don’t want to go to conference and
they don’t want to make a deal, they
don’t want to compromise on what
their position is.

We will take no blame for the failure
of the FARRM Bill-none, zero. As
much as you try to say it, you can’t
get away from the statistic. Sixty-two,
otherwise known as 25 percent, of your
party voted against a bill, which is why
we didn’t bring it to the floor last year
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when it was also reported out in a bi-
partisan fashion.

I know you are going to continue and
your side is going to continue to blame
us that you couldn’t get the votes on
your side for your bill because you
took a bipartisan bill. That’s what Mr.
LucAs was saying—I thought he was
very articulate, I thought he was com-
pelling—in pleading with your side:
Join us, join us. It doesn’t go as far as
you would like.

And on reform, you talk about re-
form, and that’s a good thing to talk
about, like we’re against reform.
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The Senate bill has reform in it, Mr.
Leader. The Senate bill has reform in
it. Now, it’s not in terms of dollars cut-
ting poor people as much as this bill
does, but it cuts. It has reform in it.
What some of them want—what appar-
ently your side wants—is your reform,
not compromised reform. Mr. LUCAS
brought to the floor $20 billion and
couched it as reform and said on the
floor it may not be enough for some
and it may be too much for others, but
it is a compromise. He was right, but it
was rejected by 25 percent of your
party—they rejected the chairman—
and that’s why this bill failed.

Unless the gentleman wants to say
something further, I yield back the bal-
ance of my time.

———————

ADJOURNMENT TO MONDAY, JUNE
24, 2013

Mr. CANTOR. Mr. Speaker, I ask
unanimous consent that when the
House adjourns today, it adjourn to
meet at 11 a.m. on Monday, June 24,
2013.

The SPEAKER pro tempore (Mr.
GOHMERT). Is there objection to the re-
quest of the gentleman from Virginia?

There was no objection.

———
FARM BILL

(Mr. THOMPSON of Pennsylvania
asked and was given permission to ad-
dress the House for 1 minute and to re-
vise and extend his remarks.)

Mr. THOMPSON of Pennsylvania.
Mr. Speaker, politics trumped good
government today in the U.S. House of
Representatives. The Members of this
body demonstrated a failure to lead by
voting down the farm bill.

The Federal Government currently
operates a costly maze of duplicative
and outdated agriculture spending pro-
grams. The farm bill crafted by the
House reflected a fiscally responsible
plan that would have ended the abuses
of food stamps, ended wasteful agri-
culture spending programs and,
achieved a level of efficiency for exist-
ing programs that should be replicated
in all areas of government.

The farm bill would have eliminated
automatic enrollment in food stamps
and prevented fraudulent benefit pay-
ments by requiring States to verify eli-
gibility for the program. The farm bill
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would have ended the economically dis-
ruptive policies that have worked to
further destabilize our dairy markets.
The bill transitioned to a more free
market approach that’s better for
farmers and taxpayers alike.

In the absence of this comprehensive
reform package, the overspending and
taxpayer waste will now continue.

———

DENHAM-SCHRADER AMENDMENT

(Mr. CARDENAS asked and was
given permission to address the House
for 1 minute.)

Mr. CARDENAS. Ladies and gentle-
men, what we have here today is a fail-
ure to communicate.

I am truly disappointed in this House
because the farm bill that we just
voted on and that did not pass was not
ready because it was not balanced and
it did not follow the rules as it should
have.

$20 billion from the mouths of the
poorest children and families in Amer-
ica—that’s one of the reasons I voted
“no” on that bill. I also voted against
the bill, in part, because we did not
even debate an amendment that I also
endorsed, which was the Denham-
Schrader amendment. That would have
been the appropriate thing to do, the
proper order. We didn’t take the proper
order.

I think it’s very important for all of
us to understand that what we wit-
nessed here today wasn’t a failure of
government; it was a failure of some
individuals to do the right thing and to
even follow the rules that they say
they want to follow. That’s why we
don’t have a farm bill that passed.
Hopefully, we can get back on track,
follow the rules and pass a farm bill
very soon.

———

50TH ANNIVERSARY OF NATIONAL
SMALL BUSINESS WEEK

(Mr. FITZPATRICK asked and was
given permission to address the House
for 1 minute and to revise and extend
his remarks.)

Mr. FITZPATRICK. This week marks
the 50th anniversary of National Small
Business Week.

Each year, we devote one week to
recognize the importance of small busi-
nesses and to honor their successes.
While it is admirable to devote a week
to small businesses, what we have to
remember is that every week is small
business week and that the family
farm, which we discussed here on the
floor today, was, in fact, the original
small business. Small businesses are
the backbone of our economy and the
engines of job creation. Over half of
Americans own or are employed by a
small business.

Mr. Speaker, there are 30 million
small businesses in the United States,
and they create seven out of every 10
new American jobs each and every
year. Small businesses are the key to
economic prosperity. The government
does not create jobs; American small
businesses create jobs.
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